
SBM Active Member Dues and Assessments

o Lawyers' Fund for Client Protection - 5o/o

r State of Montana License lrax - 60/o

n Disciplinary Counsel Assessment - 32%
r CLE Filing Fee - 6%

51%
32%
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o Dues - 51%



ACTIVE MEMBER DUES STATEMENT

Stata Bar of Monlana
7 W. 6h Ave.. Suile 28
P.O. Box 577
Helena. MT 59624
Phone: 406.442.7660 Fax, 406.442.7763
Email: idiveley@monlanabar.org
Web Sile: w\rw.monlanabar.org

ANNUAL DUES & LICENSE TAX
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2011.2015

Date: March '1, 2014

NAME
ADDRESS 1

ADDRESS 2
CITY, STATE, ZIP
FIRM/ORGANIZATION:

. 3o5 Mont. 279. 53 P.3d Esa (2001)

tl dri{iE b h!.br d 5.d0. !Eh!.i.e 4n he- Or.di,rm a!ilt,P'di'l b $ottM
To CHANGE To MoTwE 0R SEIrcR SIATUSI
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'€06 
ld ,i]ao.6i lffi' .!.i al.s fuy b. d6&d. a . n/,E..rPig

State of Montana License Tax
. S 3761'211. MCA

Lawyers' Fund for Client Protection
. ,65 Monr. 1.530 P.2d 765 (1975)

Disciplinary Counsel Assessment
r MT Supcme courl od.r N@.mb.r 6.2006

CLE Fee
. MT Supr.m. Coud ordc, July l, 1982

You ttus be 70 yees ol age ot ot<t to quatity tot senlor
Cdr,s Sarb, is .qund.nl lo iEctvr.

Pleose indicote desircd membetship(s) :

0 Bankruptcy (s2o)

0 Businoss, Eststes, Trusts, Tax a
Real Property ($20)

E Conslnrction ($20)

O cnminal(s15)

O Family (tlo)
O Federal Practice ($20)

O Heallh care (!20)

E lndian ($20)

FOR STATE BAR IJSE ONLY

Date:

Frsrof
f$roro. I

I$rrsJo.l

tGro.l

0 New Lawyers {slo)
U Nonp{ofit ($20) (B) Section OueS: | $ 

|O Paralegal($s0)

O Public (r€€)

E sclmt (su o)

o women3($20) rorar Due opr'll;,agl6 F--__l
F.iluro lo postm.rk by d.lo sbovo will result in 160 l.t. prn.lty.

To pny by crcdit card, Bo lo \r1t'v.nronlanabar.org imd click oll "l",ogin" abovc lllc
scrcllirB barutcr. (rmdcr your namc clicko the "rencw" Iink). I t paying onlillc you

do NOT need to rclum &e originalor a copy oflhis slaleucnl.
Americ.n Exprass, OLcover. ll ail.rcsr.l.od Vlaa accapl.d.

Pledse .i,d,ke anv necess,tv c
Apprcv€d 8y: 
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STATEMENT

Membership Dues

Assessments

Voluntary Section Dues



lt[ilBlnsilp INI0nilaIIoN nlp0nT

June 25, 2014
By: Jill Diveley

l/ontana n47 fi1 11 3 102 4 152 182 108 158 4OSl
Outd-State 663 619 0 I 17 27 333 283 69 O 2012
TOTAL 3710 g2O 11 4 119 31 qS zt65 1n 158 6m

Membershio Tvoes: active, rnactive, lnactive/eisabirig, Emeritus, Judiciar, activeMiritary, sgspended,
Resigned/Retired, lenior, !arategal

(GENDER & DISTRICT includes Active, Activellilitary, lnactive & Senior members)

2300 1160 3460
926 452 1378

3226 1612 4838

GENDER
Montana
Out-of-State
TOTAL

(DISTRICT includes Active/Activel4ilitary, Inactive/Senior members)
otsTRtcT

1

10
11

12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22

SECTION COUNTS

BANKRUPTCY 102

BETTR LAW 196

CONSTRUCTION LAW 48

CRIMINAL LAW 87

FAMILY LAW 165

FEDEML PMCTICE 76

HEALTH CARE LAW 6,I

546 70 616
93
35

692
60
49
34

256
40

8
7

80

10
4

zo
J
2

85
28

612
51

39
30

230
3t
22

240
33

523

2
J
4

6
7
8
o

b
't5

28
19

318
18
79

5
71

3

0

4
0

44
1

't1

13
6

24
,7)

38
594

o

JZ
19

362
'1o

90
65
4b

52
40

INDIAN LAW 71

NAT. RSRCE/ENVIRON. 117

NEW LAWYERS'

NONPROFIT LAW

PAMLEGAL

PUBLIC LAW

SCHOOL LAW

WOMEN'S LAW

177

42

158

133

24

't15



General Fund
Revenue

L'ues - 51%
Lr Montana Lawyer Magazine/Publications -'10%

LRIS - 1%
Annual Meeting - 3%
Admissions - 10%
Administrative Fees - 12o/o
cLE -7%
lnterest/Dividend lncome - 5%

lncome - 1%



State Bar of Montana FYl3 Expenses

o Access to Justice - 6010

r Administralive - 15%

tr Admissions - 107o

trAnnual ltleeting - 2%
a Committees/S€ctions - 97c

s cLE - 15%

I ifif Lawyer Magazine/Publications - 8%

o ilembers/Program Support - A)%
r Board of Truste€s - 5%

I FoG Arbitration - 17o

tr Lawyer ReGrral Service - 3%

I Lawyer Assistance Program - 670



No.12616
IN THE SUPREME COURT INTHE SIAIE OF MONTANA

1973
tn ths Matt6r o{ lh6 Applicalion ol lhe Pr6id6nt ol lhe Monlana 8a. Association for lh€ Making of

Rul6 Oovemang Admision lo the Bar and thc Coflducl oa ils M€mb€rs, and f'cr Unificalion o{ the Bar ol
the Stale of Moflten€ lo Adminisler Suci RrIes.

ORIGINAL PROCEEOING: Subdtled: O€cemb.r 17. 1973; C,€ci(H: Jan€ry 29. 197,1; Fil6d: January. 29 1974

PER CURIAM:
On Go6..16, 1973 an o.iginal p.lition wa! fled h6r€in Gqucaling rhis Court (1) to orcbr urifc€lion ol th. Mo.isoa gar md (2) lo dirBd 3uch Udll6d 8€. to pt.!.nt

lo tlfu Court for e(bption popos€d rul6 ior it3 gowmnEnl, dmision o{ afomcy3 lo th€ praclice o, law. end br lhe conduct ol it! mcmbcf!.
Thc pctitron and obj€clions lh€ralo cerl6 on ,or hc6'irE ofl Oec€fliber 17. 1973. Nuri€rous briols wete fi16d, or-€l ergunenl3 were hcard, and tho mst.r was laken

The por6r o, this Cou.t lo ord€r unificetion o{ tho bar is d€er its inhoGnt porcr lo od€r unificalion is esteui3h€d by lho iollof,ing c€36s: ln 16 Udfcaton of lhe
Monians EerAls'n (1939), 107 Mor . 559. 87 P2d r72: ln l. Unificatjon d Bar oa lhi6 Cout (1947). 119 ir,ont. 494. 175 P2d 773;APdlcalbn d lh€ Montt|a EarA$'n
(.t 962). 1a0 Moit r01, 368 P.2d 158i Apdirion ofth6 Mo.ltene BdA$'n (1963),1,t2 Mont.351.385 P2d 99; ln le Pstfion to.lhe Unificalion oa lhe Mmtam 8s ('1971).

156 Mod. 5.t5. ,t85 P2d 945. The 1972 Monira Cqlltitljlion $6dllcally gr3nl! thb courl th6 por.r lo mal. rul.s golrmlng edfil3con lo lh6 bar end lh. conduct oa

it3 rrlcmb.l!. Art. vll, S6c. 2, 1972 Montana Consl,tt ion.

Prc\ridr! 6ppli6ton3 foa onificatoi heE be6n dand lo. th€ tdloiving rrasonlr (1) Frtlur€ lo show a n66d foa mifcelibn (in ro l,Jnifcelion ol lhc Moolana 86rA$'n
(1939): tn to Udfcalion o{ Asr ol thb Court 19,t7). (2) M6obers ot the Bsr did nol desire unlficstion {Apdk ion oa lh. Monta!6 Bsr A3!'n (1963). (3) A dividad and

diint€r6t6d b€r end a divid€d Cou( on thc as$o ol urific€tion (ln le Psliron for lh€ lJnifcslion ot lhe Monlana Bar (1971)).

App.oximd€ty Uirty ot thc tilty stat6s of the Udlcd Stalca now hsve unified b3! indode our neighboring 3tel6. oa Norlh D3ko(]a, V\ryon ng, and ldeho. and a sub-

stanlid meirily ot all $rd6m slel€s
Arouan6rrc edvancad by [lIopon6nB of r unif€d bar. both in this slala and cl6awh€r., indd6: (1) lha 16!€l pror63lion b bdtl6r aU6 to polica and ragulata its€fi (2)

a unif€d b€r he3 glEet r innuence in prcrrctm rcc.ssary l.gd r€fom; (3) a unifc{ b€r pomol.3 grealer panbpatron, div€rdly of vistys end quelity ol vrork t om lhe
lcg6l p.o,.sion: (4) locsl bar assooatroru e.e promoled by unificrtioni and (5) unification elamanateB 'lredo6dcrs' .nd mnparlicipanls in lhe ouigatbns of lhe legd
pmfe3dm rxi I prctecron ot th6 puuic by di.nt srqirity funds, mehng l€gd lcNic.3 avdlebl€ lo all in n6€d by lewy6r €terd dan3, dld Cdle. puuic oHigalio.rs

Argun|cnt3 edr.ncrd by opronont! o{ urific.lion irdud.: (1) no nrccarfty .nd! b urlfcdlon: (2) cornP$ory nEmb6tltiP drpiv8 ao eIome, oa lh. fundotEntC
fib€dy of fre6dom ol dxic6: (3) conditions hstc nol -drangod since lia last d€nid ol unificeton in Montensi (4) work*lo and provltr rul.! tot dmition to Predico tld
th6 conduct oa sttomoF 6xi{ odid€ th. frenExo.k o, unilicstion: snd (5) urtfcati(xl defriv€s an sttomey ot hb propolty wnhoul du€ proce$ of law 6nd decls him in

s conddon o( anloluntary s€rvitud6 in violation ol consttt liofid guerentccs,
Tha coolrdlirE corlsideretaon on lh€ bBUe o, onancAion B diGcl and dear: How E lhc Pldic besl s€rved,
The prsdicr ol lsw js not a privet€ pr6!cr\r rxintrin6d for ln6 bancfil ol sltorn€F. An 6ttom6y hss noithd a v6t6d righr nor 6 plog6rty nght rn lh6 Fdica of la'*.

tn rc b36rnlen, 3(5 U.S. 285, 73 S.Ct. 675, 97 L cd 1013i Btedwoll v Thc Slatc. l0lirallscs r3o (83 U.S.): E parl6 Cigiland, 4 l/\h113c. 333 O1.U.S.) Cooiiluliond
gua.Enlees do not pohiul ur fcstjon. Lathop v Odlohu6, 367 U.S., 820, 81 S.Ci. rE26, 6 L 6d 2d 1191.

Th€ p.aclics oa lsw.rist3lo pro1/id6 e n6€d6d srMc.lo lh. puuic. To eccorndi3h this pt rpo6a, on.who wish6 lo F€dic.16rr musl iniiially, m€€l l.qdt d sterdards

importent is thG contnung nstur€ ol th€lc ouigatom erd standad3 throughout lhc pro{€ssio.rll lit6 oa €a ettom6y honca rules de ftqd€d govoming th6 €o.rducl ot

and corduct sccordnoty. B'.11, indvidual abuaca do crid wti.i damaga tho l.!d prD{ca3ion 6 a rhdo and randcr it unau. lo fulfll its obligolioos to lh. poblic in th€
high6d d€Olro. Vtb would be Hinding ourlclva! lo rldity BErc we not to Ecogoiz€ th. incr€aring Indd€nce of audr ebulca by some individuels in lic Foac!"ion.

Thc practica ol lew b a povl.g€ burd€n6d wilh condiboos. M5ll6r ol Rous., 221, N.Y 81,115 N.E.782, quol.d wilh, .pproval in Tttced v Urited St!t63,345 U.S.

of lcgd !€rvir3 to slli pronding n€€d6d l6gel r6tom; to natnc a lcr.
Are dt pfsctitooeG in Moitans m€Glino lh!.. ouigetion3? Do dl aitomcF: Contih.ie lo dleii !&rrrily lund3? Padicjpeto in lewy6r r€aorel dtr3? lniliale ot even

pankjpoaa in n€ed6d l6gsl rcldms? Face thc prcddns oa uncfiicd cordud by fClo* pf.drfuncr3? ol cour!6 no(l Udficdion oa thc bet sppct8 to bc lhc bc8t av:il-

at ths lirm imporetive.
Ac.o.dingly, i is ORDEREO:
(1) Pul6uent lo lhc por€rs of tha Montens Suprlma Courl lo govbm arld cont ol tha pradica of law in Mornarla, all par.oars dmitlcd to thc pradica of la* in this

stata rc haraby unif€d into an oEenizrtioo io b€ known e3 lha Unilird Bar of Mor{em whi$ 3hdl b6 oiganized in this ntrnef:
e) Th6 mBlc of thr o.gsnizaton 3hell b. 'Tha Udf.d Bar ol Mmtam'.
b) Th6 pu.po36s of lio Urifi.d Bar oa Montana 3hdl b. to aid lh6 coutu in meinldning and imp.oviog lh. addnisfsiion o, iu{icc; to fustcr end m{inldn on lhs pell

b€as a( lh6 baq to cncourq€ th6 fomsli,ro, mdmaoatcr, and adjviti6s of locd bar act(Eiation3; to ptotidc a toaum for lhc di3o,,ssim of end cll6cti6 ectirl concaming
subilds peneining to lhe plEdicc ol lsw, lh. loancE of iurl3pndBoce end hw r€f.rm, 6r( rdalioos of lh€ ber to tha puuici and lo inlurc lhal thc r..po.dtililios ol lhe
l6gd p.d6dm to lh. puuic err mo.B €firclrvdy dlsdrallcd-

c) All p.rs(ls now o. h.rEilr adni{6d to predca hw Ho.c th. &pr!r'l€ Courl oa thb Cda, oxduding jud0a6 d courl! of rrcod, rc d.d..!d to bc acli,r.
mcmbcl! oa th. Unifi.d Bar ot Montane. E.rch di\,! rEmb.r shdl p.y lh. ennod etlomGy lic.rlsc feo P.olid€d by lew 8nd .hdl pey ar<i momb.Ghip du€! in lho

membcrlhlp and lha dglrt io pradlc6 law until p€ytrunt.
d) A Bodr, o{ Truste6! shdl ba aldad aa the govennog body oa $r! UnifiGd 8€, ol Montana frcfi lh€ ecliE fiBnb€l3 th.r!or. Sud! goard $ell cdllrst c,f sixi!€n

5, 1965. Th€ Findplo ot propo.liond aod ar!9 lrp.a.6rtetm e! cooLlnGd lh.6in lhdl bc rolo,r.d and th.Glauilhm.rn and dccrko oa thc 8md lhdl bc in linilar
mann r a! an lhc ordcr in SuprE|rE Coillt c5u3r l{o. 10910. dat d January 5, 1S65.

€) Offc6ls ., th€ Unaficd Bar of Montana 3hell indud6 E Prcaid€it. a P,Bi.l.nt-Elcd, ard e S€cGlary-TrBasur.r. ThGy shdl b€ rcainalod end d€ct6d annually.
Thr Pr!!*r6ni ad PBlnd6rn-Ebd lhdl bc nofiinat d and €{6ded by th€ 6di\r6 msnb6r3 of th6 Unifi€d 8ar cd Mml,.ne. Th. S€crdary-Tr.alur.r Bhall bo nominalcd
6nd Gl6dcd by th6 Eosd of Trustccs bul n.€d not b. a memb€r oa 3udr Boed. Th. ddie3. porer3. qudifelioos, no. nalims and €l€dion oa cfic.B shdl b. p(ovid€d
for in rpprEp.idc by-law!.

f) Th Mdfina Supr6nE Coun shdl poa!.!3 end r6ldn aigind ..i cxdudva judidictk n in tho d'{orc.fi.ni of p(of.s*rnd 6lhLs and condud oa rn€mb.r! d lh€
Udf€d 8er of Mfitena. 6 p.ovidcd in lh6 Cod. ot Proa6ldonal R6spo.litility 33 nor 6xi.{lng or whidl mey her661t6f be adoplld. Thc pr&lic6 srd prccadur. ot lh6
Co.nn sion on Pradica of th! Supr€rne Coud of th6 Siet6 ol Morlam .3 providad in lh€ cri3ting orclcr cowling thc aame in SupaorE Court c€usc No. 10910. datcd
Jeluery 5. l!165, or e3 th6 serne may hcGeltar ba amco(hd, shall be rsldrEd.

(2) An o.lEnizaliond comritt€€ rhell b6 nern€d to drdt a p.opGed Cooditulioo fo. th€ gov€.nrncnt ol lh. Unifi.d Bar o, Mootem: pmpo6€d byns$ in conto.mity
h6a6xith and co!€dng $rch oahcr sut cct3 .3 it daam3 appropial€i and en imploilonial 3cltedule- Tho 3amo 3hall b. lrlbdllrd lo lhc Monldte Supaonb Coun loa 6F
pro\€l nol lal.r lhao O€crmb€r 1, 1974.

(3) Th€ o.p€na2eliond commin.. lhall b. appoinLd by lh€ Suprarlo Coirrt.
(4) Notlc6 rhall b6 gitl€n by mailing a copy oa lhb odor io .eh stlo.ruy licDm€d lo predic. by this Corrt

Oate<l this 2Y clay ot January 1971.

SUPREME COURT ORDER UNIFYING THE STATE BAR



ARTICLE I
The name oFlhe association is lhe Slale Bar of Montana. 

NAi'lE

ARTICLE II
ORGANIZATION

AII persons admitted to the practice of law in the state of Montana are members of lhe Stale Bar o, Monlana. AI such persons exc€pt judges of
courts of record are dues paying members. Memb€rship in the State Bar of Monlana is a condition to pracucing law in this state. Non-payment ot
membe6hip dues and assossments shall resull in suspension of membership and lh€ ,ighl to practice law untitpaymenl of all dues, assessments
and penalties in the manner provided by the by-laws.

ARTICLE III
PURPOSES

The purposes of lhe State Bar of Montana are to aid lhe cou.ts in maintaining arld lmproving lhe administration ofiustice; lo fostor and maintain and
require on the patt of those engaged in the praclice of law hiJh slendards of integrily, l€aming, competence, pubticseMce, and @nduct to safeguad
a forum for the discussion ofand efGclive action conceming subiecls pertaining lo the pradice of law, the science ofjurispndenc€ and law reionn,
and relations of lhe bar to the public: to provide for the continuing logal educalion of membeB of lho bar; and to insure lhat the responsibilities of
the legal profession to lhe public are more efiedively discha.ged.

ARTICLE IV
POWERS

The State Bar of Montana may sue and be sued, enter into contracts and acquire, hold. encumber and dispose ot real and personat properiy.

ARTICLE V
LOCANON OF OFFICES

The principal ofice and dace of business of the associalion shall be in Helena. Monlana, but the Board ot T.uslees may aulho.ize offces lo be
located Et other places within lhe state of Montana.

ARTICLE VI
OFFICERS

Officers ofthe State Bar ofMontana shallindude a president, president-elec1. a secretary-treasurer and a chakman of ths Board. Theduties, pow-
ers, qualifcations. nominations and eledion of officers shall be p.ovided for in th€ byjaws.

ARTICLE VII
BOARO OF TRUSTEES

The Stale Bar of Montana shall be got/emed by a Board of twenty tustees, sixieen of whom shall be elected and four ofwhom sha be the Presi-
dent. the President-Eled, the immediate past President and the S€crelary-Treasu.er The duties and powe6 of the Board and th6 quatifc.tions,
nominations, and election ot the stale ofthe sixteen eleclrve members shall be provided for in the by,tavrs.

ARTICLE VIII
EXECUTIVE CO ITTEE

The Board of Truslees shall provid€ for an Executivs Commitlee consisting ofthe Presidenl, Prosidenl-Elect. the immediale past President, the S€c-
relary-Trcasurer, and lhe Chairman of the Eoard ofTrustees- The powers and duties ofth€ Ereoltiv€ Committee shall b€ provided for in he by-lav,s.

ARTICLE IX
ANNUAL IIEETING

There shall be an annual meeting of tho members of the State 8aa of Monlana a at such time and placa as is designated by the Board of Trustees,
and such other meetings as may bg provid€d in th€ by]aws.

ARTICLE X
ossoLUTtot{

Upon the dissolution of the association, the Board of Truslees shallaffer paying or making provision for the paymenl of a lts liabilities. dispose ofall
of the asseis of lhe association exclusively for the purposes of the association in sudr manner, or to such organization or organizations organized and
operated exclusively ior charitable. educational, religious or scientifc purposes as shall at the time qualiry as exempt organization or oeanizalions
under the lntemal Revenue Code of 'l9g as the Board ofTrustees shalldelermine. Anyofsu.h assets not so dispos€d ofshallbe dispos€d olby
the dislricl court of the county io which tho principal ofice ol th€ association is then loc€ted, exclusiwly for such purposes or to sudl organizalion
or organizations, as said courl shall determine, which are organized and operated €xclusively for such purpos€s. ln lhe et ent of dlssolution of the
association, no member shall be entilled to any distribulion or dMsion of its remaining p.operly or its proceeds.

ARTICLE XI
ATI ENOiIEtIT

Proposals for amendment or abrogation of provisions of Utis Conslitution may be pres€nt€d to the Supreme Courl by (i) pelition of lhe Board of
Trustees; or (ii) petilion of a regulady callod meeting ol the memb€rs of lhe association in rsspecl to changes approved by a vote of a majority of
memb€6 prcs€nt.

ARTICLE XII
EFFECTIVE OATE

This Constitltaon shall be efective on March 1, 1975.

CONSTITUTION OF THE STATE BAR OF MONTANA



IN THE SUPREME COiJRT OF THE STATE OF MONTANA
Nd G329

2001 Ml !08

IN RE THE PETITION O' THE )OPINION
STATE BAR Of I{ONTANA ) 

'.NOFORA OUES INCREASE ) OROER

lntioductlon
The State Bar of Montana has petitioned this Courl to indease the annualdues for active members ofthe State Bar from $100 to $150, to ancrease

the dues for inactive members from g5O to $75, and to amend the By-Laws of lhe Stale Bar of Montana lo provide a mechanism for the Board of

Trustees lo report lo lhe Court once every five years, with the report to serve as lhe basis for any recommendation by the Board for a change in

dues. The Staie Bar represents that general duas for active members of the State Bar were set at $100 per year in 1974, and, some 27 years later

in 2OO.l, they remain at $100. Despite the efforts of Bar management to develop alternalive sources of revenue, it became apparenl in 1996lhat the

Bar could n;t crntinue to seNe ils historic purposes withoul a dues inctease. The Board ofTruslees thus put ihe qlestion of a dues increase to the

membership for a referendum vote. The referendum was defeated by a two_to_one margin'

The Bar furlher represents that expenses cannot be further reduced and that without addilional funding, it will be unable to conlinue many of its

programs. More than 56 percenl of the Bar's funding now comes ftom nondues income and all substantial non-dues revenue sources have been

;xh;usted. The State Ba; budget for nexl fiscal year proiects a def cit of $ 1 20,000, and it is estimated that io five years, absent a dues inctease the

Bar wilt have a negative general fund balance of $248,000. The 8ar's general tund budget is approximately $800,000 per year'

The State Bar,s pelition was published in The Montana Lawyer and comments were invited. Numerous objeclions to the Bar's petition were

lodged. Generally speaking. lhe objeclors question the need for a dues increase. More importantly, however, they contend that when lhe Supreme

Coirt ordered unifcation o-f lhe State 8ar in ln re President ofthe Mont. BarAss'n (1974), 163 Monl. 523, 527, 518 P2d 32, 34, the Coud made it

clear thal it would approw dues increases only as provided in the byJaws. Under the State Bar's presenl by-laws, lhere can be no dues increase

without the approvaiof a reterendum vole ofthe membership. Artide XV (Amendmenl). ln the absence of a refe@ndum vote,lhey contend that it is

premature to';reseot the issue to the Supreme Court for approval. Secondly, as to the proposed amendment to the by_laws regarding fulure dues

;ncreases, lhe obiectors argue mat, underAntcle XV there is no provisron for lhe Supreme Court to unilaterally amend the by laws

tn response to lhe objeclors, the State Bar acknowledges that the present by-laws sPecifcally provide lhat dues may be increased only by a

referend;m vote of the entire membership. The State Bar, however, contends that ihe Supreme Court retains ultimale control over lhe Slate Bar

and that as an essential funclion ofthat governance the Courl must assure thal funds are available to support Bar programs and seruices

liJe agree with the objeclors lhat under the 1974 Order unifyinO the Bar.lhe Supreme Court ctealed a system whereby membershipdues arc' in

the frst i;stan@, to be set by the State Bar in accordance with the by-laws ofthat organizalion, subject to the "approval" ofthe Montana Supreme

Court. \ b further agree thal under lhe present bylaws, there can be no dues increase for the Supreme Courl to approve unless and until such an

increase has tleen doptecl by a referendum vole oflhe Bar membe6hip. To date, there has been no referendufi vote approving a dues increase.

Furthermore, we cannoi, con;isbntly with the structure we established in the 1974 Order, unilalerally "approve" an increas€ in dues thal has not frst
been adopted pursuant to the very by-laws envisioned in that Order. Likowise, we did not, in tho 1974 Order, give this Court leeway to unilatorally

amend the by-iaws. Accordingly, we deny lhe Slate Bar's petition fol a dues increase and deny lhe requesl thai we amend lhe by-laws.

However. for the reasons set forth below, we determine that the 1974 Order unifying the Bar, as interpreted by this Coud in subsequenl decisions,

is at best unworkable and at worsl unconslitulional.

Olscusslon
ln January of 1974. this Court invoked its constilutional power to "govern and controlthe practice of law in Montana." See ln Re President ofthe

Mont. Bar Ass'n, 163 Mont. at 526, 518 P2d at 33:Art. Vll, Sec. 2, Mont. Const. ln ils Unifcation Order. the Cou.l specifically directed that "telach

active membershall pay the annualattomey license fee provided by law and shallpay such membership dues in the Unified 8ar ofMontana as are

approved by the Montana Supreme Court and conlained in the by-laws." ln Re Presidenl ofthe Mont. BarAss'n, 163 Mont. at 527, 518 P2d at 34.

The Court direcled that an organizational committoe draff a constitution and by-larvs. The drafring was accomplished, and the Constilution and

by-laws of the State Bar of Montana were adopted by the Supremo Court on January 23. '1975. Five months later, the Board of Trustees adopted a

resoluiion to amend the by-laws lo increase the annual dues fom S40 to its currenl $100 level for active members. The increase was approved al
lhe lirst annual meeling.

The 1975 dues increase was challenged as an abrogation ofthe Courl's authority to control the Bar. But as noted in Douglas v. State Bar (1978),

183 Monl. 149, 598 P2d 1076 [Douglas lI, and Douglas v. State Bar (1979), 183 Monl. 155, 598 P2d 1080 lDouglas lll, a question arose as to
whether lhe Coud's 1975 Order adopting the Baa's Constitution and by-laws had indiredly given lhe Bar unilaleral control over dues increases. As

the Court explained in Douglas l:

I appears a ma,or opposition to the Unified Bar of Montana was a fear of dues increases not approved by this Court. lt would appear
lhat this was one reason for our stalement in lhe 1974 order retaining lhe power lo approve or disapprove dues inqeases. However, by

issuing the 1975 order adopting the constitution and by-laws subslanlially as presented to this Court by the organizational committee. we
may have handed authority over dues inqeases to lhe Unifed 8ar.

183 Mont. at 153,598 P2d al 1078.

The Court accepted original jurisdiction lo address the apparent coniicl. Then in Douglas ll, the Court ruled that lhe 1975 Order controlled for
purposes ol that action and held 'talccordingly, the dues increase voted upon by the membership 8nd without the approvalof this Coud. was proper.'
Douglas , 183 Mont at 156, 598 P2d al 1081. The Court in efiect ratifed the increase that the membership already had approved.
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- Ratifcation of the membe.ship's vote did not, however, signal the court's abdication of its reserved righl to control prospeclive dues increases.
The Court observed that:

The problem . . . of future dues increases, continues to fester. wb noted in lhe frst Douglas case that a significant opposition to a unifedbar in lhis stale was prompted by a fear that fees would be increased without a vote oiihe tu meru"rsiip. itese'f,"opte did not wanttheir dues increased solely by a vote of those atlending the annual bar @nvention meeting. This, indeed, was on; of lhe reasons forour 1974 order wherein we specifcally reserved lhe righl lo approve or disapprove of membership dues. This court reatized lhal oflenmembers cannol afford to. oa for some other reason cannot or willnot altend dt; annual meetinga. r'ron"rf,"r""", tf,"y atould have a voicein determining whether their annual dues are to be increased. Presen(ly, the voice is limiled toitrose wtro atenJttr6 annuat meetings.

Wb also noted in the first Douglas opinion that this Court inadvertently passed conkol over dues jnc{eases lo the stale Bar of Monlaoa.
That was something this court did not intend to do. As far as lhe fuiule ls concerned, it should nol stand unreclitied. By relaaning lheauthorily to approve or disapprove ot annualdues increases in lhas couri, the entire membership *ii rr"r" 

"" "pp"rrr"it)/ 
io registertheir

approval ordisapproval. Cleady, the entire membership should have a say.

\ b cannot granl relieflo the plaintiffin this case.-However, this courl will. by appropriate ordet reinstate our authority lo approve or dasap-prove of future dues increases. The slate Bar of l\4ontana willbe instrucled lo l;ke;ppropriate action ro 
"orpiy "iir, 

ii," oroer ofthis court.

Douglas ll, 183 Mont. at 158-59. 598 p2d at 1082-83 (emphasis added).

There is no record of the Court's inslruction to the State Bar having ever been implemented.

The by_laws were amended in '1985 to eliminate lhe sliding dues scale and the maximum assessmenl of gloo was unchanged. ln an anitialive in1987, the membership, by a 642 to 595 vote, amended the bylaws by adding the fo owing tanguage:

However, all changes in dues and fees may be amended or repealed only through the referendum procedure in Article Xlll by a majority
vote oflhe voting active members.

The referendum procedure ilselfwas modmed as follows:

These by_laws, including all changes in dues aM fees, may be amended or repealed only through lhe referendum procedure in Artide
Xlll by a majority vole ofthe voting active members.

. Despite the Court's reseMng lhe righl to "approve or disaDprove,, tirture dues increases tn Douglas ll, no one challenged lhe 1987 member_
initiated by-law amendments. A referendum comporting wilh the amended procedure faited in 1996 by; h/ro-io,one margin, Jiifite concerteo erorts
by Bar leadership to convince its membe6hip thal a dues increase was necessary and explain how the revenues wojo ue ipeni. onty oo percent
of the active members voted.

ln an attempl to clarify procedure, the Stale Bar's Board of Trustees amended the dues-retaled by-taws in 1990 and again al the Seplember
2000 Annual Meeting. Article XV cunenty provides:

These by-lavrs may be amended or repealed at any meeting ot the Board of Trustees ofthe State Bar by maiority vote of the Board of
Truslees, provided nolice setling forth the proposed amendmenl shall be given all Board of Trustee memb;rs i;the'nouce of the meeting.
However, all changes in dues and fees and Artacle Vll. Sec{ion 4 (powers of annual meeting) may be amended or repoaled only throug-h
the referendum procedure in Article Xlll by a majority vote of the voling aclive, active mititary service and judicial members.

ln summary the Court, 27 years ago. c{eated a unilled Bar in Monlana for the purposes of: aiding the Court in maintaining and improving the
adminislration ofiustice; maintaining high standards of integrity. conducl, competence and public service on lhe part of practicifo aflomeys; provid-
ing a torum for lhe discussion of subjects perlaining to the practice of law; and insuring lhat the responsibilities ;f the legat prof;ssion to the pubtic
are more effectively discharged.

The O.der Unifying the Bar provides for membership dues as are approved by the Montana Supreme Court and contained in the by-ta\fls. tn
Douglas ll, in order to protecl the Bar membership's righlto register its say as to thedues structure, we reiterated tha he Court retained the authority
"to approve oa disapprove of annualdues inqeases."

ln lhe years since the '1974 Order Unifying the Ba( the Bar has. pursuanl to this Courts Order Unilying the Bar, adopted and amended by-laws.
Thoseby-laws presently provide that allchanges in dues and fees may be amended or repealed only through the referendum procedure by a majority
voie ofthe votino active members. Article xv wth the Bar membership offectively in controlofthe dues alructure. the Couri's ability togovern and
controlthe practice oflaw is considerably hampered.

The time has come lo review lhe provisaons of lhe 1974 Order Unifying the 8ar and detemine whether lhat Order and our decision an Dougtas ll
comport with our constitutional obligations. ArticJe Vll, Seclion 2, of the Montana Conslitution states that the Supreme Cou( is to govem and control
the pradice of law. The Courl has, in part, exercised this constilutional power to govem and controllhe practice of law through the;ation ofa unifed
Bat The 8ar, of course, cannot cany out he supreme courl's unifcation diredives without dues revenue. However, unaer the present unifcation
order. the dues structure is, in the frst instance, a funclion of membership vote-subject only to the "approvat or disapproval" ofthe Supreme Court_
We determine that this structure of shared control over the dues revenue of the Bar does not comport with Artide Vll. Seclion 2, of the Monlana
Constitution, whidt places the govemance and cont olofthe praciice oflaw solely with the Supreme Court

The struclural defciencjes sel forth above do not alter the fad that the Court needs a uniried bar lo assisl in the governance and control of lhe
praclice of law. ln our 1974 Order we noled the need lo promulgate and maintain ethical standards, the need to provide continuing legaleducation
and the need to provide for the availability of legal seMces to all. ln the past 27 years, we have seen a marked increase in the ;umber of ethical
complaints coming before lhe Commission on Paadi@;we have seen an increase in lhe number of practilioners coupled with grealer specializalion
in the praclice of law; and we have experien@d a drastic reduction in the funding for legal services for lhose unable to afford attorneys. There is
little question but thal our con@rns with ethicalconduct. continuing legaleducation and availability oflegalseMces to allare even morecompelling
now than they were 27 years ago. The State Bar should continue with its eflorts to help tund leoal seMces. ln addition, we recognize thal anorneya
impaired by alcohol, drugs or menlal problems adversely affed the praclice of law, damaging both their dients and the credibitii ofthe profession.



Thus, the State Bar of t!4ontana musl conljnue to address lhe Court's and the legal profession's responsibililies lo the public lhrough such prcgrams

as Lawyers Helping Lawyers; Lawyers Fund for Clienl Proteclion; and arbitralion of lee disputes'

As the Unite; Siates Supreme Court noted in Keller v. Slale 8ar of Calilornia (1990), 496 U.S. 1 ,12,11O S.CI- 222a,2235, 110 L.Ed 2d 1, 13, "[i]

t is entirelyappropriate thai atlofihe lawyers who derive benefit from the unique stalus of being among those admitted to practice before the courls

should be-called upon lo pay a fair share oflhe cost ofthe professional involvemenl in this effort "

Thus, in order to fulf our constitutional duty to govern and conkol lhe praclice of law in lhe Stale of Montana. we conclude lhal il is ne@ssary

that the 1974 Order Unifying the Bar be amenied t; provide thal annual membe6hip dues will be set at the sole discretion of the Suprcme Court.

Accordingly, lT IS HEREBY ORDEREDTHAT:

(1) The rationales set forth for unifcation of the Bar in Sections 1(a), (b) and (d) of the 1974 Order Unirying the Bar are hereby .eaftrmed.

(2) Section (1Xc) of lhe 1974 Order ls hereby amended to read:

Alt persons now or heaeafter admitted to practice law before lhe Supreme Court of this State, excluding iudges of courts ol record are

declared to be aclive members of the Unaied Bar of Montana. Each aciive member shall pay the annual altomey license fee provided by

law and shallpay such membership duos in the Unilied 8ar of Monlana as are established in the sole discretion ofthe Montana Supreme

Court. Effective March .t, 2002, the membership dues are set at $150 per year for aclive members of the Bar and $75 per year for inac-

tive members. Nonpayment of membeaship dues shall result in suspension of membeBhip and the right to practice law until payment

Any future dues changes, while in the sole discretion oflhe Court, shallbe implemented only afler giving the 8ar membership notice olthe pro-

posed change and a go{ay period to comment on the proposed change.

(3) Section 1(f) oflhe 1974 Order is amended to read:

The [Iontana Supreme Court shall possess and retain original and exdusive iurisdiclion in the enforcemenl of professional ethics and

conduct of the members otthe Unifed 8ar of Montana, as provided in the Code of Prcfessional Responsibility as nolv exasting or which

may hereaffer be adopted. The practice and procedure of the Commission on Pradice of the Supreme Court of the State of Montana

as;rovided in the existing order covering the sam6 in Supreme Court Cause No. 10910, dated January 5, 1965, or as the same may

hereafter be amended shrll be retained. ihe Supreme Court retains lhe aulhority to assess Bar members, in addition to Barmembership

dues. such annual assessment as deemed necessary. in the Court's discretlon, to fund the investigation. prosecution, presenlation and

resolution of malters before the Commission on Pracli@'

(4) Beginning in Mard! 2OO3. the State 8ar ofMontana shallreport annually to the Court as to the fnancialstatus ofthe Bar. Beginning in March

ZOOil"nju*ri tfr,"" Vears thereafler, the State Bar 6hall file wiih lhe Court a spec.ial report analyzing lhe dues structure in liohl of lhe Bar's re-

sponsibility to a;dress ihe purposes ofthe Uni6ed Bar as stated herein and in paragraph 1(b) otthe 1974 Order.

(5) The State BarofMontana is hereby direcled to amend lhe by-laws lo conform to this oder 6nd submit the amended by-laws to this Court for

approval, reiection or modification no laler than December 31, 2001'

(6) Notice of this Order shallbe gilen by mailing a copy ofthis Order to each attomey licensed lo practice lav, by this Court.

DATEO thb lgth day ot June, 2001.

/v KARLA M, GRAYI /S/ W WLLIAM LEAPHART; /S/JAMES C, NELSONi/S/ PAIRICIA COTTER; /S/TERRY N, TRIEVVEILER; /S/ JIM REGNIER

Justice Jim Rice dissenting: I respecttully dissent from the Court's order.

The Court today abrogales the Bylaws of the Slate Bar of Montana, imposes a 50% dues :ncrease upon the membership and disenfranchises

ttre membersnip oi its sr-rirage in regird to future dues increases. \ryhile I recognize the Coud's constitutionel authority to govern the praclice ot law

in Montana, I do not beliew such drastic measurcs are waranled.

Bypassing the requirements of ils own Bylaws, the State Bar has petitioned the Court for a dues increaso withoul frst submitting lhe question

to the membership. On that basis alone. I would deny the petition-

As grounds lor lhe petition, the state Bar complains that our state's dues are among ttle lowest in the nation, that sorne state Bar programs are

ieopardized, and that the '1996 dues referendum w8s defeated by the membership.

It must be remembered that the 1996 reterendum was anterwoven with a controversial Commission on Praclice plan. Further. many members dU

not feelthat the State Bar had adequalely explained the purpose for the increased revenue. Exercising its colledive prerogative, the membership

reieded the proposed increase.

The State Bar appears to have conduded ihat lhe rcferendum vote of f\re yea6 ago is an indicator ofthe membe.ship's Pemanenl opposilion

to any and all dues i;creases, for whalever pueose, a conclusion which is not reasonable and to which I do not subscaibe. A plan to moderately

incre;se the dues to support important bar programs would fnd much ferlile ground within the membership, but such a plan has not been ofiered.

The State Bar has not reiponded to the membership, leamed from the mistakes in 1996, and altered ils course accordingly. I cannol conclude that

the State Bar has acted with the due diligence that would entitle it to the extraordinary roliofprovided herein

l,ilhite iniation has eroded the vatue ol the dues established in 1974, it should not be forgotten that the dues werc incteased by 150% thal year'

Since then, lhere has been a substantial increase in membe6hip, substantially indeasing the State Bar's budget. Further, to its credit, the State Bar

has creatively enhanced its revenue ftom noniues sources, and the State Bar's reserves currently stand at a half million dollars. While the Slate

Bar is experiincing revenue shortfalls, and there are dark clouds on the distant horizon, ldo not believe this mandates a condusion thet the 1974

Unifcation order is "unvro able,' or that a crisis exists of a magnitude that would justify (he Courl's aclrons herein. ln lhe conlexl of govemmental

funding, c.mpulsion of revenue by the courts is roseNed for situatons constituting an emergency. Butte-Silver Bow v. Olsen (1987). 228 Monl 77,

743 pid 564. yvhile this is nol a maller ol govemmental tunding, the comparison is helptul. I do not believe the circumstances here constitute an



emergency, and ifone should develop which nec€ssitated inleNention, the Court should aansiderat most, a temporary dues assessment lhal wouldnot permanently erase the.ights of the membership.

Most koubling is the courl's elimination oflhe membership's righl lo vote on fulure dues increases in exchange for a goday comment penod.Afler the courl has ionored lhe results of a profession-wide reieren-dum in issuing thrs order, many members may tegitimately doubt thal a .90-day
comment period" will provide an effrcacious opportunity to express lheir concern;aboul future dues increases -

Ivlany opponents lo future dues increases willbesilenced. cuffently, a membefs opposition to an unreasonable dues proposalcan be confiden-tially expressed "in the privacy of the polling booth." ln the future. a me;ber wilt be required to tare a puufic stand in oroeitoiilister nis oppositionto the state Bar's proposals- As a resull, there will be a chllling eflect on the membe.ship's speech ano partictpation rtthtfani.on,c consequenc.of the Court's exercise of conslitutional power

Furlher, the court is c.eating the temptation for lhe stale Bar, whenever the budgel becomes tighl--and budgels generally do-to run to lhesupreme court for additional funding. lnslead, lhe state 8ar shoutd tisten to its memb;rship, ano maie ouageiing";;iion" i"""0 ,pon ,"*nu.tha( the membership provides. The court s order eliminales the state Bar's financjal accouniability to its memiers: the consequences ofwtricn arepredictably unfortunate.

I would deny the State Bar's petilion, and grant no other retiel

Juslic€ James C. Nelson conc./rs:

. \/\hile I understand the perspective from whidr Justice Race dissents from this court's order, I respectfully suggest that his opinion misses thetundamenlalpoint olour decision. This court, and this court alone, bears the conslitutionalobligation-ana concomiil"nitf tr"a tt" *t ority-.to gor"-
and control the praclice of law in lhis State. See Article Vll, Section 2(3), Constitution of Mo;tana. trre oues provisio'n undei our rszl unilicationOrder contravenes this authority. ll atvrays did. See Application, 163 M;;t. at 527, 51s p2d al 34_

^ .For reasons that are lost in history (bul which I suspect were ddven by an attempt to appease Bar members angered by the 1974 unificalionorder). we approved the 1975 By-Laws with the Fovision allowing the Bar membership to etr;clively set the dues ior ttL ofiritions ot rle integratedBar--an organazalional st.uclure whichwe maodaled intoexistence pursuantto our constitutionat auihority. wren ttre chaitJnteio insaues p|.orisionwas raised in Douglas l, we ostonsibly recognized the problem for what it was: an abrogation ot our con;tftulional duty to se"t dues. ruonetnetess, inDouglas ll, in a continuing effort to placale the dissatisfed fac on ofth€ Bar membership, we punted.

And this is the point that Justice Rice's dissent misapprehends. Setting lhe dues ne@ssary to fund and operaie the State Bar of Montana never
was, conslitutionaiiy, me prerogative of the Bar membersnp. lndeeo, suomrtlrng yet another proposed dues rnc.ease lo the members ot the Bar; sepa-rating out the "controversial commission on Practice plan" from lhe dues incriaie proposai: and hoping to fnd "fertile grouno; uyine ear eaoerstripoffering a proposalfor a "moderale" dues increase may wellconveythe sonorous ring of politicat cohpiomise. or.rt tneie sujgeJtions miss tne point
completely. These proposals do not solve lhe underlying constitutional problem of thas court'hanolingl authoiity ovei du""liir*""" to t u unm"aBar'" Douglas l, '183 Mont. at 153, 598 P2d at 1080. Rather, these proposals merety protong and Lxicerbate what amounts io;n unconstitutionatdelegation ofthis court's dues authority lo the members oflhe Bar. Purety ano simply, ttre matter ofdues is nol the Bar membership,s call. lt is theCourl's, under Monlana s Constitution.

. \ /e were wrong 10 not address lhis problem squarely and honestly in Douglas ll; we failed in our obligation to resolve the issue once and tor allthen; and putting ofi the inevitable to another day and another Court is a cop-aut.

I am absolutely salisfed thatwe have made the legally correctdecision here. Unfortunately, thatwe have chosen to lel this sore tesler for nearly
20 years makes lancing lhe boit no less necessary-it only makes the op€ration a good dealmore painful.

ChiefJustice Kada M. Gray concurs in the Ioregoing @ncurren@.

Justice Terry N. Trieweiler concurs:

I agree and join in Juslice Nelson's conorring opinion. lwould also add the following observations regarding Justice Rice,s dissent.

Justice Rice defends the membership's rejection of a dues incaease in 1996 based on many members' feelings lhat the Bar had not adequalely
explained the need for lhe increased revenue. As one who personally followed the 1996 campaign, I disagree. iny membor of the Slate Bar who
did not unde.stand the need for the increased rcvenue did not care. Bar officials traveled from on; end oft-he slateio th" ot ei 

"nd 
,et ,.ritr, 

"r"rycounty bar association whicfi e4fessed an interest in an efforl lo communicate lhe importance of and need for a dues incroase. To suggesl that ;
majority of lhe Bar s members would williogly accept responsibility for financing the operalions ofan inteorated bar ifonty given enougn intormation
is a lame excuse for avoiding this Court's constilutional responsibility to govern and con(rol the practice-of taw as the ni"ltorlry of tnu Court 0""r"
necessary based on lhe facts presented to us.

I also disagree with Justjce Rice s suggestion that there is something helptulabout a comparison ofthis Courl,s constitutionat obtigation to govem
and control lhe practice of law and prior decisional la\fl regarding compulsion of governmental funding by another branch of lhe government. No
comparison could be less helpful. ln one instance, this Court is performing its conslitulional obligationl ln-lhe other, .eshainl is exercised to avoid
constjtutionalconficls. The compadson is like apples and oranges.

Finally. I disagree thal this Court should listen to lhe expression of opinions by individual Bar membeG "in the privacy of the po{ing booth..As
Justice Nelson pointed out, it is this Court's conslitulional obligation to control lhe praclic€ of law in lhis slate. Anyone wno ha! an intefligent or
rational suggestion aboul how that responsibillty can be effectively carriec, oul is welcome to and has had the opportunily to express that opanion.
The only message thal can be infer,ed ftom the results of lho polling booth is that a majority of those members oithe pr#ssion wno voled on the
dues inoease issue would rather sScrifice Bar programs from whidr they may not feel a direcl benefl than increase their own overhead.

Justic€ Rice advises caution absenl an emergency. Fortunately, our constilution does not clcndition this Court s responsibility lo govem and
controlthe practice of law on lhe existence ofan emergency. Governmenl that reacts only to emergencies is doomed to failure.

For these reasons, ljoin in the Court's order amending the State's by]aws and imposing a dues increase on lhe membeGhip ot the Slate gar of
Montana.
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The purposes of the State Bar of Montana are to aid the courts in maintaining and improving the administration

of justice; to foster and maintain and require on the part of those engaged in the practlce of law high standards

of integrity, learning, competence, public service, and conduct: to safeguard a forum for the discussion of and

effeciiv; action concerning subjects pertaining to the practice of law, the science ofjurisprudence and law

reform, and relations of the bar to the public; to provide for the continuing legal education of members of the

bar; and to insure that the responsibilities of the legal profession to the public are more effectively discharged

Constitution of the State Bar of Montana, Article lll, Purposes

MISSION STATEMENT

"The mission of the Board of Trustees of the state Bar of Montana
is to lead the legal profession and serve the public interest."

The day-toiay responsibility for the implementation of this plan lies with the Executive Committee of the Board

of Trusiees and the Executive Director. The plan itself will be reviewed and, as needed, amended annually at a

retreat of the Board of Trustees.

PRIORITIES

lncrease access to justice and improve the administration ofjustice for all Montanans.

Enhance attorney professionalism and the public perception of lawyers and the judiciary.

Educate the public about the judiciary, the rule of law, and the administration ofjustice
Enhance BenchlBar relations and support of the Judicial System.

lncrease member participation in the leadership of the Bar.

lmprove member services.
Continue support of Lawyer Assistance Program.

Goals and Objectives

lncrease access to justice and improve the administration ofjustice for all Montanans.

The Board of Trustees will:

. Work to increase participation of attorneys and law firm support in pro bono service.

. Work to maintain the profile of Equal Justice entities, and maintain funding for these entities.

. V1/ork to increase the amount of quality information and documents available to self-represented

litigants and attorneys providing pro bono services.
. \ /ork to increase the number and capacity of local pro bono programs.
. Encourage sections and committees to develop and incorporate programs that promote diversity

and address unique legal problems of minorities and others who face barriers in the access to
justice.

Enhance attorney professionalism and the public perception of lawyers and the judiciary.

The Board of Trustees will:

. ln collaboration with the Supreme Court, continue to fund and/or support the administration
of the following Supreme Court Commissions and Task Forces:
. Board of Bar Examiners,
. Commission on Character and Fitness,
. Continuing Legal Education Commission,
. Judicial Nominations Commission,
. MPI Commission (Civil Jury lnstructions), and
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. Any other Commission designated by the Supreme Court.. Continue to support the Office of Disciplinary Counsel (ODC).
' Support the Lawyers' Fund for Client Protection (LFCP) in administration of their Rules as

well as the TrustAccount overdraft Rules. support communications with the LFCp and the
ODC.. Promote civility by and between attorneys.

' continue the plan to bring organized bar activities to law students and new lawyers. The
plan includes but is not limited to strategies to:. increase the presence of the State Bar and its members at the UM Law School;. introduce newly admitted lawyers to the State Bar at the time of admissioni
' make State Bar professionalism activities available to law students and newly admitted

lawyers in local communities and at reduced or no cost.
' Develop a mentor program with participation by the LAp coordinator, student and faculty

representatives from the law school, the State Bar staff and interested practicing lawyeis.. Work to increase the diversity of the Bar membership.

Educate the public about the judiciary, the rule of law, and the administration ofjustice.

The Board of Trustees will:

' lmprove the public's understanding of the following: the judiciary, the importance of the rule of law
in a civilized society; the individual's legal rights and responsibilities, and the working of the Iegal
system; the problems encountered by the judiciary and attomeys in attempting to enlure access to
Iegal services for the public; and the substantial contributions of attorneys to society in both legal
and non-legal forums.

Enhance Bench/Bar relations and support of the Judicial System.

The Board of Trustees will:

' Continue to foster communication between the Montana Supreme Court, the Bar, and the public.
' Work with locai bar associations in their areas and encourage local bar associations to regularly

invite state and federal district courtjudges to their meetings to give them opportunities to speak
and report at these meetings.

lncrease member participation in the leadership of the Bar.

The Board of Trustees will:

' lmprove and enhance the membership's participation and interest in the goals and work ofthe
State Bar, including communications with the membership, services to the membership,
and education of the members.

' Encourage the involvement of senior leaders of the communities in the local bars. lndividual
' Trustees will attend at least one local bar association meeting per quarter and provide written
' reports at quarterly Board meetings on local bar activities. The Trustees will also make reports

on State Bar quarterly meetings to local bar associations in their area. The Montana Lawyer will
provide coverage of the Trustees' local bar reports and will also include a calendar of local bar
activities.

' Hold its quarterly April meeting at the Law School in Missoula. The Dean of the Law School or hiyher
designee will be encouraged to attend all meetings of the Board.. Communicate its agendas and minutes with the Bar members.. Promote participation in State Bar elections.. \ brk to increase the diversity of Bar leadership.



lmprove member services.

The Board of Trustees will:

. Serve as a liaison between Bar members and the Group Benefits Trustees regarding the State Bar

health insurance Plan.. Conduct a survey every five (5) years to assess issues and concerns of members'

Continue support of Lawyer Assistance Program.

The Board of Trustees will:

. Educate members and law students about the program

. Continue to provide financial support to the Lawyers Assistance Program (LAP) in its efforts to assist

members ofthe profession suffering from alcohol, drugs, stress, depression, and mental health

problems. The Board will continue to support enhanced communications between the LAP. ODC,

ihe Commission on Practice (COP) and creation of diversionary rules



WHAT THE COURT REQUIRES

Supreme Court Commissions:

o Access to Justice

. Board of Bar Examiners and twice yearly Bar Exam

o Commission on Character & Fitness, investigations and conditional admission

monitoring/mentors

o Civil Jury Instructions Guidelines Commission (publication of Civil Jury Instructions)

. Commission of Continuing Legal Education (regulation)

r Criminal Jury Instructions Commission (publication of Criminal Jury Instructions)

o Commission on Technology

State Bar Programs: (* Court ordered programs)

o Fee Arbitration*

o Lawyer Assistance Program (LAP)*

. Lawyers Fund for Client Protection (LFCP)*

o Mandatory IOLTA*

. Membership records - Dues/CLE*

o Offrce of Disciplinary Counsel (ODC) support+

o Pro Bono Report+

o Pro Hac Zrce applications+

o CLE Institute (programs)

. Equal Justice Coordinator/Pro Bono (Access Justice)

o Ethics (Ethics & Professionalism Committees and Bar counsel)

. Lawyer Referral and Information Service

r Publications (Deskbook & Directory; W Lawyer,CLErentals)


